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Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hagan et al (U.S. Patent # 5,966,547), herein referred to as Hagan, in view of Parlante 
(Linked List Basics), and Catino (U.S. Patent # 5,319,778). 

3. As per claim 1 , Hagan teaches a method for implementing a global queue (See 
column 4, lines 1-4: A shared queue is the same as a global queue). 

4. Hagan does not explicitly teach the use of a linked list with head and tail pointers. 
Hagan does teach where any type of standard queue/linked list can be used with his 
invention (See column 3,. lines 29-32). 

5. Parlante does teach a linked list with head pointer (A head pointer is inherent 
with linked lists) and tail pointer (See section 3, part 4: Tail pointers are common with 
linked lists and thus is considered a basic of linked lists.). The queue would comprise: 

a. the head pointer functioning as a next pointer of a last element of the 
plurality of elements when the queue is empty (See page 5: This normally 
happens in the boundary case and is well known in the art.); and 

b. executing an add to end function for adding a new element to the end of 
the queue even when the queue is in a locked state in which the queue head 
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pointer is hull and a queue tail pointer does not point to the queue head pointer 
(See page 5: This is a normal occurrence with a linked list system, depending on 
the algorithm used, in which an element is in the process of being added to an 
empty queue. This in-between step will now be interpreted as being in locked 
state. It is also alluded by the teachings of the boundary case.), the executing an 
add to end function including setting a next pointer of the new element to null; as 
an atomic transaction, setting the queue tail pointer to point the new element 
while saving a location of the last element; and setting the next pointer of the last 
element to point to an address of the new element by using the last element's 
saved location (See section 3, part 4: This action is also inherent to queues and 
the actions are indicative of an enqueue to an empty queue). 

6. It would have been obvious to a person haVe ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan with Parlante. Hagan already 
discloses the use of other queues (See column 3, lines 29-32). Parlante teaches the 
use of a linked list with head and tail pointers. Modifying the queue of Hagan wherein 
the queue has a head pointer, a tail, and a plurality of elements each having a next 
pointer would be a stylistic preference and is within the scope of the invention by 
Hagan. 

7. Hagan and Parlante do not teach "adding a new element to the end of the queue 
even when the queue is in a locked state immediately prior to execution of the add to 
end function." 
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8. Catino does teach "adding a new element to the queue even when the queue is 
in a locked state immediately prior to execution of the add to end function." Such 
disclosure can be found in column 7, lines 25-47. The head pointer is in a locked state 
and the end pointer has a "potentially lockable" state, which allows for enqueue in a 
locked state while maintain integrity of data and the queue. 

9. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan and Parlante to include the teachings 
of Catino. Parlante already teaches boundary cases (See page 5) in which a locked 
state exists. In the teachings of Parlante, enqueue has to wait until a locked state is 
vacated. Catino teaches where it is possible to enqueue during a locked state. 
According to the abstract of Hagan, "an efficient posting of entries to the queue" is a 
goal of the invention. Catino teaches such a goal and thus it would be obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art to modify Hagan in view of Parlante with the teachings of 
Catino. 



10. As per claim 2, Hagan teaches further comprising selectively executing a locking 
function of the queue, the locking function including: if the previous value of the head 
pointer is null and the queue is not empty, repeating the locking function (See column 5, 
lines 55-57). 
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1 1 . Hagan is silent on many other aspects of the queue but does teach where any 
type of standard queue/linked list can be used with his invention (See column 3, lines 
29-32). 

12. Parlante teaches if the queue is not empty and not locked, as an atomic 
transaction, setting the head pointer to null and retaining a previous value of the head 
pointer (See section 3, part 3). 

13. It would have been obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan to include the teachings of Parlante 
because although Hagan does not teach a linked list with a head and tail pointer, it is 
within the scope of the invention to include the teachings of Parlante. 

14. As per claim 3, Hagan teaches a method for implementing a global queue (See 
column 4, lines 1-4: A shared queue is the same as a global queue). 

1 5. Hagan is silent on a linked list but does teach where any type of standard 
queue/linked list can be used with his invention (See column 3, lines 29-32). 

16. Parlante teaches wherein the queue is unlocked in a first situation in which the 
head pointer is not null (By the contrapositive of the definition in claim 1 , this must be 
true). 

17. Catino teaches wherein the queue is unlocked in a second situation in which the 
head pointer is null and the tail pointer points to the head pointer (column 7, lines 25-47: 
The queue is not locked since there is no elements in the queue and the tail pointer is 
locked only when there is one element in the queue). 
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18. It would have been obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan to include the teachings of Parlante 
because although Hagan does not teach a linked list with a head and tail pointer, it is 
within the scope of the invention to include the teachings of Parlante. 

19. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan and Parlante to include the teachings 
of Catino. Parlante already teaches boundary cases (See page 5) in which a locked 
state exists. In the teachings of Parlante, enqueue has to wait until a locked state is 
vacated. Catino teaches where it is possible to enqueue during a locked state. 
According to the abstract of Hagan, "an efficient posting of entries to the queue" is a 
goal of the invention. Catino teaches such a goal and thus it would be obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art to modify Hagan in view of Parlante with the teachings of 
Catino. 

20. As per claim 4, Hagan teaches a method for implementing a global queue (See 
column 4, lines 1-4: A shared queue is the same as a global queue). 

21 . Hagan is silent on a linked list but does teach where any type of standard 
queue/linked list can be used with his invention (See column 3, lines 29-32). 

22. Parlante teaches further comprising selectively executing an add to front function 
for adding the new element to a front position of the queue, the add to front function 
including: if the queue is empty adding the new element to an end position of the queue 
(This action is inherent to queues and the actions are indicative of an enqueue to an 
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empty queue); and if the queue is not empty: locking the queue; setting the next pointer 
of the new element to the previous value of the head pointer; and pointing the head 
pointer to the new element, thereby unlocking the queue (This action is inherent to 
queues). 

23. It would have been obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan to include the teachings of Parlante 
because although Hagan does not teach a linked list with a head and tail pointer, it is 
within the scope of the invention to include the teachings of Parlante. 

24. As per claim 5, Hagan teaches a method for implementing a global queue (See 
column 4, lines 1-4: A shared queue is the same as a global queue). 

25. Hagan is silent on a linked list but does teach where any type of standard 
queue/linked list can be used with his invention (See column 3, lines 29-32). 

26. Parlante teaches further comprising executing a remove from front function to 
remove a front-most element from the queue, the remove from front function including: 
locking the queue (Inherently done to avoid conflicts in a multi-processor system); if the 
queue is not empty and an element occupying a front-most position of the queue has a 
next pointer that is not null, setting the head pointer to the address in the front-most 
element's next pointer (Inherently done with a dequeue so rest of queue is not lost); and 
if the queue is not empty and the front-most element's next pointer is null, as an atomic 
compare and exchange, if the tail pointer points to the front-most element, pointing the 
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tail pointer to the head pointer, thereby implicitly unlocking the queue (Inherently done 
with a dequeue with en empty queue). 

27. It would have been obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan to include the teachings of Parlante 
because although Hagan does not teach a linked list with a head and tail pointer, it is 
within the scope of the invention to include the teachings of Parlante. 

28. As per claim 6, Hagan discloses further comprising, responsive to a failure of the 
atomic compare and exchange, waiting for the next pointer of the front-most element to 
become non-null, and pointing the head pointer to an element pointed to by the next 
pointer of the front-most element, thereby implicitly unlocking the queue (See column 5, 
lines 55-57). 

29. As per claim 7, Hagan teaches a method for implementing a global queue (See 
column 4, lines 1-4: A shared queue is the same as a global queue). 

30. Hagan is silent on a linked list but does teach where any type of standard 
queue/linked list can be used with his invention (See column 3, lines 29-32). 

31 . Parlante teaches further comprising executing a remove specific function to 
remove a target element from the queue, the remove specific function including: locking 
the queue (Inherently done to avoid conflicts in a multi-processor system); and if the 
queue is not empty: traversing the queue to locate the target element (Inherent as the 
only known elements are the first and last elements); if the target element's next pointer 
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is not null and the target is not addressed by the previous value of the head pointer, 
setting the next pointer of an element previous to the target to point to an element 
pointed to by the target's next pointer (Inherently done with a dequeue so rest of queue 
is not lost); and returning the head pointer to the previous value, thereby implicitly 
unlocking the queue (Inherently done with a dequeue). 

32. It would have been obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan to include the teachings of Parlante 
because although Hagan does not teach a linked list with a head and tail pointer, it is 
within the scope of the invention to include the teachings of Parlante. 

33. As per claim 8, Hagan teaches a method for implementing a global queue (See 
column 4, lines 1-4: A shared queue is the same as a global queue). 

34. Hagan is silent on a linked list but does teach where any type of standard 
queue/linked list can be used with his invention (See column 3, lines 29-32). 

35. Parlante teaches further comprising: if the target element's next pointer is not null 
and the target is addressed by the previous value of the head pointer, setting the head 
pointer to point to the element pointed to by the target's next pointer, thereby implicitly 
unlocking the queue (Inherently done with a dequeue to return from its locked state); 
and if the target's next pointer is null and the target is not addressed by the previous 
value of the head pointer, setting the next pointer of the element previous to the target 
to null (Inherent done with a dequeue in which it element is to be removed). 



Application/Control Number: 10/724,269 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2181 

36. It would have been obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan to include the teachings of Parlante 
because although Hagan does not teach a linked list with a head and tail pointer, it is 
within the scope of the invention to include the teachings of Parlante. 

37. As per claim 9, Hagan discloses further comprising: if the atomic compare and 
exchange was performed and failed: waiting until the target's next pointer is not null 
(See column 5, lines 55-57). 

38. Hagan is silent on many other aspects of the queue but does teach where any 
type of standard queue/linked list can be used with his invention (See column 3, lines 
29-32). 

39. Parlante teaches if the target's next pointer is null, as an atomic compare and 
exchange, if the tail pointer points to the target setting the tail pointer to point to the 
element previous to the target (This is inherently done after a dequeue), or to point to 
the head pointer if the target is addressed by the previous value of the head pointer 
(This is inherent with an empty queue); if an element addressed by the target's next 
pointer is an only remaining element in the queue, sending the head pointer to point to 
the only remaining element, thereby implicitly unlocking the queue (This is inherent with 
actions after a dequeue at the top of the queue); and if the element addressed by the 
target's next pointer is not the only remaining element in the queue, setting the next 
pointer of the element previous to the target to the address in the target's next pointer 
and setting the head pointer to the previous value of the head pointer, thereby implicitly 
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unlocking the queue (This is inherent to ensure that the head and the tail point to the 
correct places); and if the atomic compare and exchange was performed and 
succeeded: if the queue is not empty, setting the head pointer to the previous value of 
the head pointer, thereby implicitly unlocking the queue (This is inherent with a normal 
dequeue). 

40. It would have been obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan to include the teachings of Parlante 
because although Hagan does not teach a linked list with a head and tail pointer, it is 
within the scope of the invention to include the teachings of Parlante. 

41. As per claim 10, Hagan teaches a method for implementing a global queue (See 
column 4, lines 1-4: A shared queue is the same as a global queue). 

42. Hagan is silent on a linked list but does teach where any type of standard 
queue/linked list can be used with his invention (See column 3, lines 29-32). 

43. Parlante teaches further comprising executing an empty function for removing 
each of the plurality of elements from the queue, the empty function including: locking 
the queue; and if the queue is not empty: as an atomic transaction, pointing the tail 
pointer to the head pointer while retaining a previous value of the head pointer and the 
tail pointer, thereby implicitly unlocking the queue; and by using the previous values of 
the head pointer and tail pointer, traversing a plurality of the elements which have been 
dequeued, and waiting for the next pointer of each element not addressed by the 
previous value of the tail pointer to become non-null (This sort of action describes the 
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action of a deconstructor, which, if not inherent, is obvious to a person have ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made). 

44. It would have been obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan to include the teachings of Parlante 
because although Hagan does not teach a linked list with a head and tail pointer, it is 
within the scope of the invention to include the teachings of Parlante. 

45. As per claim 11, Hagan teaches a method for implementing a global queue (See 
column 4, lines 1-4: A shared queue is the same as a global queue) in a multiprocessor 
environment (See column 2, lines 28-30), the method comprising: allowing a first 
processor to both add and remove elements from the queue (See abstract and column 
5, lines 3-6 and 17-19: The abstract says one of the processors only posts entries in the 
queue and that processor is known as the posting processor. Thus the first processor 
would be the host processor, which can remove the entries. It later goes on to disclose 
both processors can post to the queue), allowing a second processor to only add new 
elements to the queue (See abstract and column 5, lines 3-6: The abstract says one of 
the processors only posts entries in the queue and that processor is known as the 
posting processor); 

46. Hagan does not explicitly teach the use of a linked list with head and tail pointers. 
Hagan does teach where any type of standard queue/linked list can be used with his 
invention (See column 3, lines 29-32). 
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47. Parlante does teach a queue which has a head pointer to point to a first element 
of the queue or to null if the queue is empty (A head pointer is inherent with linked lists), 
a tail pointer to point to a last element of the queue or to the head pointer if the queue is 
empty (See section 3, part 4: Tail pointers are common with linked lists and thus is 
considered a basic of linked lists), and a plurality of elements each containing a next 
pointer for pointing to a next element in the queue or to null when the element occupies 
a last position in the queue (Inherent to queues known as linked lists), the head pointer 
functioning as a next pointer of the last element of the queue when the queue is empty 
(See page 5: This normally happens in the boundary case and is well known in the art), 
the method comprising: 

a. executing an add to end function for adding the new element to the end of 
the queue, even when the queue is in a locked state in which the queue head 
pointer is null and a queue tail pointer does not point to the queue head pointer 
(See page 5: This can a normal occurrence with a linked list system, depending 
on the algorithm used, in which an element is in the process of being added to an 
empty queue. This in-between step will now be interpreted as being in locked 
state. It is also eluded by the teachings of the boundary case), 

b. wherein the executing an add to end function includes setting the next 
pointer of the new element to null; as an atomic transaction, setting the tail 
pointer to point the new element, while saving a location of the last element; and 
setting the next pointer of the last element to point to the address of the new 
element by using the last element's saved location (See section 3, part 4: This 
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action is also inherent to queues and the actions are indicative of an enqueue to 
an empty queue). 

48. It would have been obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan with Parlante. Hagan already 
discloses the use of other queues (See column 3, lines 29-32). Parlante teaches the 
use of a linked list with head and tail pointers. Modifying the queue of Hagan wherein 
the queue has a head pointer, a tail, and a plurality of elements each having a next 
pointer would be a stylistic preference and is within the scope of the invention by 
Hagan. 

49. Hagan and Parlante do not teach "adding a new element to the end of the queue 
even when the queue is in a locked state immediately prior to execution of the add to 
end function." 

50. Catino does teach "adding a new element to the end of the queue even when the 
queue is in a locked state immediately prior to execution of the add to end function." 
Such disclosure can be found in column 7, lines 25-47. The head pointer is in a locked 
state and the end pointer has a "potentially lockable" state, which allows for enqueue in 
a locked state while maintain integrity of data and the queue. 

51 . It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan and Parlante to include the teachings 
of Catino. Parlante already teaches boundary cases (See page 5) in which a locked 
state exists. In the teachings of Parlante, enqueue has to wait until a locked state is 
vacated. Catino teaches where it is possible to enqueue during a locked state. 
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According to the abstract of Hagan, "an efficient posting of entries to the queue" is a 
goal of the invention. Catino teaches such a goal and thus it would be obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art to modify Hagan in view of Parlante with the teachings of 
Catino. 

52. As per claim 12, Hagan teaches a method for implementing a global queue (See 
column 4, lines 1-4: A shared queue is the same as a global queue). 

53. Hagan is silent on a linked list but does teach where any type of standard 
queue/linked list can be used with his invention (See column 3, lines 29-32). 

54. Parlante teaches further comprising executing an empty function for removing 
each element from the queue, the empty function including waiting until the head pointer 
is not null or until the queue is empty, and if the queue is not empty: saving a value of 
the head pointer; setting the head pointer to null; as an atomic transaction, pointing the 
tail pointer to the head pointer while saving a value of the tail pointer; and using the 
saved values of the head pointer and tail pointer, traversing the dequeued elements and 
waiting for the next pointer of each element not addressed by the saved value of the tail 
pointer to become non-null (This sort of action describes the action of a deconstructor, 
which, if not inherent, is obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made). 

55. It would have been obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan to include the teachings of Parlante 
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because although Hagan does not teach a linked list with a head and tail pointer, it is 
within the scope of the invention to include the teachings of Parlante. 

56. As per claim 13, Hagan teaches a method for implementing a global queue (See 
column 4, lines 1-4: A shared queue is the same as a global queue). 

57. Hagan is silent on a linked list but does teach where any type of standard 
queue/linked list can be used with his invention (See column 3, lines 29-32). 

58. Parlante teaches further comprising executing a remove from front function for 
removing a front-most element from the queue, the remove from front function including 
waiting until the head pointer is not null or until the queue is empty and if the queue is 
not empty; if the front-most element's next pointer is not null, setting the head pointer to 
an address of the front-most element's next pointer (Inherently done with a dequeue so 
rest of queue is not lost); if the front-most element's next pointer is null, as an atomic 
compare and exchange, if the tail pointer points to the front-most element, pointing the 
tail pointer to the head pointer (Inherently done with a dequeue with an empty queue). 

59. It would have been obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan to include the teachings of Parlante 
because although Hagan does not teach a linked list with a head and tail pointer, it is 
within the scope of the invention to include the teachings of Parlante. 

60. As per claim 14, Hagan discloses further comprising responsive to a failure of 
the atomic compare and exchange, waiting for the next pointer of the front-most 
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element to become non-null, and pointing the head pointer to the element pointed to by 
the next pointer of the front-most element (See column 5, lines 55-57). 

61 . As per claim 15, Hagan discloses a system for implementing a global queue 
(See column 4, lines 1-4: A shared queue is the same as a global queue), the system 
comprising: a first processor (See column 2, lines 28-30: There are more than one 
processor); a plurality of instructions for execution on at least the first processor (See 
column 2, lines 50-54: Instructions are also inherent to processors), the instructions 
including instructions for: defining a locked state for the queue (See column 4, lines 47- 
54: Interrupts are used to lock the queue). 

62. Hagan does not explicitly teach the use of a linked list with head and tail pointers. 
Hagan does teach where any type of standard queue/linked list can be used with his 
invention (See column 3, lines 29-32). 

63. Parlante does teach wherein the queue has a head pointer to point to a first 
element of the queue or to null if the queue is empty (A head pointer is inherent with 
linked lists) and to function as a next pointer of a last element when the queue is emptily 
(See page 5: This normally happens in the boundary case and is weli known in the art) 
[sic], a tail pointer to point to the last element of the queue or to the head pointer if the 
queue is empty (See section 3, part 4: Tail pointers are common with linked lists and 
thus is considered a basic of linked lists), and a plurality of elements each having a next 
pointer for pointing to a next element in the queue or to null when the element occupies 
a last position in the queue (Linked lists inherently have the next link), the system 
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comprising: executing a locked state for the queue (See page 5: This normally happens 
in the boundary case and is well known in the art); and executing an add at end function 
for adding a new element to the queue even when the queue is in a locked state in 
which the queue head pointer is null and a queue tail pointer does not point to the 
queue head pointer (See page 5: This can a normal occurrence with a linked list 
system, depending on the algorithm used, in which an element is in the process of 
being added to an empty queue. This in-between step will now be interpreted as being 
in locked state. It is also eluded by the teachings of the boundary case), the add at end 
function including setting the next pointer of the new element to null; as an atomic 
transaction, setting the tail pointer to point the new element, while saving a location of 
the last element; and setting the next pointer of the last element to point to the address 
of the new element by using the last element's saved location (See section 3, part 4: 
This action is also inherent to queues and the actions are indicative of an enqueue to an 
empty queue). 

64. It would have been obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan with Parlante. Hagan already 
discloses the use of other queues (See column 3, lines 29-32). Parlante teaches the 
use of a linked list with head and tail pointers. Modifying the queue of Hagan wherein 
the queue has a head pointer, a tail, and a plurality of elements each having a next 
pointer would be a stylistic preference and is within the scope of the invention by 
Hagan. 
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65. Hagan and Parlante do not teach "adding a new element to the end of the queue 
even when the queue is in a locked state immediately prior to execution of the add to 
end function." 

66. Catino does teach "adding a new element to the end of the queue even when the 
queue is in a locked state immediately prior to execution of the add to end function." 
Such disclosure can be found in column 7, lines 25-47. The head pointer is in a locked 
state and the end pointer has a "potentially lockable" state, which allows for enqueue in 
a locked state while maintain integrity of data and the queue. 

67. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan and Parlante to include the teachings 
of Catino. Parlante already teaches boundary cases (See page 5) in which a locked 
state exists. In the teachings of Parlante, enqueue has to wait until a locked state is 
vacated. Catino teaches where it is possible to enqueue during a locked state. 
According to the abstract of Hagan, "an efficient posting of entries to the queue" is a 

goal of the invention. Catino teaches such a goal and thus it would be obvious to one ) 
, having ordinary skill in the art to modify Hagan in view of Parlante with the teachings of 
Catino. 

68. As per claim 16, Hagan discloses further comprising: a second processor (See 
column 2, lines 28-30: There are more than one processor); wherein in the locked state 
only the first processor is allowed to remove elements from the queue (See column 4, 
lines 47-54: Interrupts are used to lock the queue). 
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69. As per claim 17, Hagan teaches a method for implementing a global queue (See 
column 4, lines 1-4: A shared queue is the same as a global queue). 

70. Hagan is silent on a linked list but does teach where any type of standard 
queue/linked list can be used with his invention (See column 3, lines 29-32). 
Parlante teaches further comprising instructions for executing an empty function for 
removing each element from the queue, the empty function comprising: waiting until the 
head pointer is not null, or until the queue is empty; and if the queue is not empty: 
saving a value of the head pointer; setting the head pointer to null; as an atomic 
transaction, pointing the tail pointer to the head pointer while saving a value of the tail 
pointer; and using the saved values of the head pointer and tail pointer, traversing the 
dequeued elements and waiting for the next pointer of each element not addressed by 
the saved value of the tail pointer to become non null (This sort of action describes the 
action of a deconstructor, which, if not inherent, is obvious to a person have ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made). 

71 . It would have been obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan to include the teachings of Parlante 
because although Hagan does not teach a linked list with a head and tail pointer, it is 
within the scope of the invention to include the teachings of Parlante. 

72. As per claim 18, Hagan teaches a method for implementing a global queue (See 
column 4, lines 1-4: A shared queue is the same as a global queue). 
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73. Hagan is silent on a linked list but does teach where any type of standard 
queue/linked list can be used with his invention (See column 3, lines 29-32). 

74. Parlante teaches further comprising instructions for executing a remove from 
front function for removing a front-most element from the queue, the remove from front 
function comprising waiting until the head pointer is not null or until the queue is empty, 
and if the queue is not empty; and if the front-most element's next pointer is not null, 
setting the head pointer to the address in the front-most element's next pointer 
(Inherently done with a dequeue so rest of queue is not lost); if the front-most element's 
next pointer is null, as an atomic compare and exchange, if the tail pointer points to the 
front-most element, pointing the tail pointer to the head pointer (Inherently done with a 
dequeue with an empty queue). 

75. It would have been obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan to include the teachings of Parlante 
because although Hagan does not teach a linked list with a head and tail pointer, it is 
within the scope of the invention to include the teachings of Parlante. 

76. As per claim 19, Hagan discloses further comprising instructions for, responsive 
to a failure of the atomic compare and exchange, waiting for the next pointer of the 
front-most element to become non-null and pointing the head pointer to the element 
pointed to by the next pointer of the front-most element (See column 5, lines 55-57). 
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77. As per claim 20, Hagan teaches an implementation of a global queue (See 
column 4, lines 1-4: A shared queue is the same as a global queue). 

78. Hagan is silent on a linked list but does teach where any type of standard 
queue/linked list can be used with his invention (See column 3, lines 29-32). 

79. Parlante teaches wherein the queue is unlocked in a first situation in which the 
head pointer is not null (By the contrapositive of the definition in claim 1 , this must be 
true). 

80. Catino teaches wherein the queue is unlocked in a second situation in which the 
head pointer is null and the tail pointer points to the head pointer (column 7, lines 25-47: 
The queue is not locked since there is no elements in the queue and the tail pointer is 
locked only when there is one element in the queue). 

81 . It would have been obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan to include the teachings of Parlante 
because although Hagan does not teach a linked list with a head and tail pointer, it is 
within the scope of the invention to include the teachings of Parlante. 

82. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan and Parlante to include the teachings 
of Catino. Parlante already teaches boundary cases (See page 5) in which a locked 
state exists. In the teachings of Parlante, enqueue has to wait until a locked state is 
vacated. Catino teaches where it is possible to enqueue during a locked state. 
According to the abstract of Hagan, "an efficient posting of entries to the queue" is a 
goal of the invention. Catino teaches such a goal and thus it would be obvious to one 
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having ordinary skill in the art to modify Hagan in view of Parlante with the teachings of 
Catino. 

83. As per claim 21, Hagan teaches wherein the instructions for executing a locked 
state for the queue comprise instructions for locking the queue when the head pointer is 
null and the tail pointer does not point to the head pointer (This can a normal 
occurrence with a linked list system, depending on the algorithm used, in which an 
element is in the process of being added to an empty queue. This in-between step will 
now be interpreted as being in locked state); and instructions for executing a locking 
function for the queue (See column 4, lines 47-54: Interrupts are used to lock the 
queue), the instructions for executing a locking function comprising: if the previous value 
of the head pointer is null and the queue is not empty repeating the locking function 
(See column 5, lines 55-57). 

84. Hagan is silent on many other aspects of the queue but does teach where any 
type of standard queue/linked list can be used with his invention (See column 3, lines 
29-32). 

85. Parlante teaches if the queue is not empty and not locked, as an atomic 
transaction, setting the head pointer to null and retaining a previous value of the head 
pointer (See section 3, part 3). 

86. It would have been obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan to include the teachings of Parlante 
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because although Hagan does not teach a linked list with a head and tail pointer, it is 
within the scope of the invention to include the teachings of Parlante. 

87. As per claim 22, Hagan teaches a method for implementing a global queue (See 
column 4, lines 1-4: A shared queue is the same as a global queue). 

Hagan is silent on a linked list but does teach where any type of standard queue/linked 
list can be used with his invention (See column 3, lines 29-32). 

88. Parlante teaches further comprising instructions for executing an add to front 
function, wherein the new element is added to a front position of the queue, the 
instructions for executing an add to front function comprising instructions for: 

a. if the queue is empty, adding the new element to a last position of the 
queue (This action is inherent to queues and the actions are indicative of an 
enqueue to an empty queue); and if the queue is not empty: locking the queue; 
saving a previous value of the head pointer; setting the next pointer of the new 
element to the previous value of the head pointer; and pointing the head pointer 
to the new element, thereby unlocking the queue (This action is inherent to 
queues). 

89. It would have been obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan to include the teachings of Parlante 
because although Hagan does not teach a linked list with a head and tail pointer, it is 
within the scope of the invention to include the teachings of Parlante. 
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90. As per claim 23, Hagan teaches a method for implementing a global queue (See 
column 4, lines 1-4: A shared queue is the same as a global queue). 

91 . Hagan is silent on a linked list but does teach where any type of standard 
queue/linked list can be used with his invention (See column 3, lines 29-32). 

92. Parlante teaches further comprising instructions for executing an empty function 
for removing each element from the queue, the instructions for executing an empty 
function comprising instructions for: locking the queue; and if the queue is not empty: as 
an atomic transaction, pointing the tail pointer to the head pointer while saving a value 
of the head and tail pointers, thereby implicitly unlocking the queue; and by using the 
saved values of the head pointer and tail pointer, traversing the dequeued elements and 
waiting for the next pointer of each element not addressed by the saved value of the tail 
pointer to become non null (This sort of action describes the action of a deconstructor, 
which, if not inherent, is obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made). 

93. It would have been obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan to include the teachings of Parlante 
because although Hagan does not teach a linked list with a head and tail pointer, it is 
within the scope of the invention to include the teachings of Parlante. 

94. As per claim 24, Hagan teaches a method for implementing a global queue (See 
column 4, lines 1-4: A shared queue is the same as a global queue). 
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95. Hagan is silent on a linked list but does teach where any type of standard 
queue/linked list can be used with his invention (See column 3, lines 29-32). 

96. Parlante teaches further comprising instructions for executing a remove from 
front function for removing a front-most element from the queue, the instructions for 
executing a remove from front function comprising instructions for: locking the queue 
(Inherently done to avoid conflicts in a multi-processor system); if the queue is not 
empty and the front-most element's next pointer is not null, setting the head pointer to 
an address in the front-most element's next pointer (Inherently done with a dequeue so 
rest of queue is not lost); and if the queue is not empty and the front-most element's 
next pointer is null, as an atomic compare and exchange, if the tail pointer points to the 
front-most element, pointing the tail pointer to the head pointer, thereby implicitly 
unlocking the queue (Inherently done with a dequeue with en empty queue). 

97. It would have been obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan to include the teachings of Parlante 
because although Hagan does not teach a linked list with a head and tail pointer, it is 
within the scope of the invention to include the teachings of Parlante. 

98. As per claim 25, Hagan discloses further comprising instructions for, responsive 
to performance and failure of the atomic compare and exchange, waiting for the next 
pointer of the front-most element to become non-null and pointing the head pointer to 
the element pointed to by the next pointer of the front-most element, thereby implicitly 
unlocking the queue (See column 5, lines 55-57). 
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99. As per claim 26, Hagan teaches a method for implementing a global queue (See 
column 4, lines 1-4: A shared queue is the same as a global queue). 

100. Hagan is silent on a linked list but does teach where any type of standard 
queue/linked list can be used with his invention (See column 3, lines 29-32). 

101. Parlante teaches further comprising instructions for executing a remove specific 
function for removing a target element from the queue, the instructions for executing a 
remove specific function comprising instructions for: locking the queue (inherently done 
to avoid conflicts in a multi-processor system); determining if the queue is not empty; 
and if the queue is not empty: traversing the queue to locate the target element 
(Inherent as the only known elements are the first and last elements); and if the target 
element's next pointer is not null and the target element is not addressed by the 
previous value of the head pointer, setting the next pointer of an element previous to the 
target element to point to an element pointed to by the target element's next pointer 
(Inherently done with a dequeue so rest of queue is not lost), and return the head 
pointer to the previous value, thereby implicitly unlocking the queue (Inherently done 
with a dequeue). 

102. It would have been obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan to include the teachings of Parlante 
because although Hagan does not teach a linked list with a head and tail pointer, it is 
within the scope of the invention to include the teachings of Parlante. 
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103. As per claim 27, Hagan teaches a method for implementing a global queue (See 
column 4, lines 1-4: A shared queue is the same as a global queue). 

104. Hagan is silent on a linked list but does teach where any type of standard 
queue/linked list can be used with his invention (See column 3, lines 29-32). 

105. Parlante teaches further comprising instructions for: if the target's next pointer is 
not null and the target is net addressed by the previous value of the head pointer, 
setting the head pointer to point to the element pointed to by the target's next pointer, 
thereby implicitly unlocking the queue (Inherently done with a dequeue to return from its 
locked state); if the target's next pointer is null and the target is not addressed by the 
previous value of the head pointer, setting the next pointer of the element prior to the 
target to null (Inherent done with a dequeue in which it element is to be removed); and if 
the target's next pointer is null, as an atomic compare and exchange, if the tail pointer 
points to the target set the tail pointer to point to the element previous to the target (This 
is inherently done after a dequeue), or to point to the head pointer if the target is 
addressed by the previous value of the head pointer (This is inherent with an empty 
queue). 

106. It would have been obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan to include the teachings of Parlante 
because although Hagan does not teach a linked list with a head and tail pointer, it is 
within the scope of the invention to include the teachings of Parlante. 
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107. As per claim 28, Hagan discloses further comprising instructions for, responsive 
to performance and failure of the atomic compare and exchange: 

a. waiting until the target's next pointer is not null (See column 5, lines 55- 
57). Hagan is silent on many other aspects of the queue but does teach where 
any type of standard queue/linked list can be used with his invention (See 
column 3, lines 29-32). 

108. Parlante teaches if an element addressed by the target's next pointer is an only 
remaining element in the queue, setting the head pointer to point to the only remaining 
element, thereby implicitly unlocking the queue (Inherently done after a dequeue); if the 
element addressed by the target's next pointer is not the only remaining element in the 
queue, setting the next pointer of the element previous to the target to the address in 
the next pointer of the target and setting the head pointer to the previous value of the 
head pointer, thereby implicitly unlocking the queue (This is inherently done with a 
dequeue); and if the atomic compare and exchanged was performed and succeeded: if 
the queue is not empty setting the head pointer to the previous value of the head 
pointer, thereby implicitly unlocking the queue (This is inherently done with a normal 
dequeue). 

109. It would have been obvious to a person have ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Hagan to include the teachings of Parlante 
because although Hagan does not teach a linked list with a head and tail pointer, it is 
within the scope of the invention to include the teachings of Parlante. 

Response to Arguments 
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110. Applicant's arguments filed August 29, 2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

111. On page 1 1 , Applicant argues in essence: 

"Catino's teaching of the head pointer in a locked state and the tail pointer in a 
"potentially lockable state" does not read on "the queue is in a locked state, " 
which phrase is explicitly defined in the claims as comprising the state in which 
"the queue head pointer is null and the queue tail pointer does not point to the 
queue head pointer."" 

However, in response to applicant's arguments against the references 
individually, one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references 
individually where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See 
In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 
F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). In this case, Parlante has been 
cited for having taught a queue in a locked state as defined by the claims (page 
5). Therefore, the fact that Catino may not have taught a locked state where "the 
queue head pointer is null and the queue tail pointer does not point to the queue 
head pointer" is irrelevant. Therefore this argument is moot. 

112. On page 1 2, Applicant argues in essence: 

"The portion of Catino cited by the Examiner is presented in the context of adding 
an element to the beginning (or head) of the queue (see Catino, col. 6, 1.40-col. 
8, 1. 46), whereas claim 1; as amended, expressly recites addition of an element 
to the end of the queue. " 

However, Examiner respectfully notes the all queues have two ends, a head end 
and a tail end. So when an element in Catino is added to the beginning of the 
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queue, then an element is also being added to the end of the queue (see Catino, 
col. 6, 1.40-col. 8, 1. 46). Therefore this argument is moot. 

Conclusion 

1 1 3. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

114. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

115. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tonia L. Meonske whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4170. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday with first Friday's 
off. 

116. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alford Kindred can be reached on (571) 272-4037. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



V 
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117. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




/Tonia L. Meonske/ 
Tonia L. Meonske 
November 2, 2007 



